ROBESPIERRE
may seem surprising in a man usually represented as a
theorist, but when one follows his career one will see
that, with him, idealism went hand in hand with real-
ism.' For the National Assembly to have decreed the
abolition of slavery would, at that time, have had the
loss of the colonies for only practical result. We will
see him frown upon idealism the moment it detaches
itself from realism on many other occasions. When
others will become enthusiastic about a republic at a
time when the abolition of the monarchy seems to offer
no practical advantage, he will oppose it. When others
will wish to carry liberty to all the nations of Europe,
he will tell them to be careful lest they lose it at home.
When the French armies will be occupying Belgium
and his colleagues in the Convention will wish to endow
that country with the benefits of revolutionary legisla-
tion, he will remark that the best way to gain the
sympathy of the Belgians is to let them manage their
own affairs. When the French Ambassador to the United
States—Genet—in his enthusiasm starts Jacobin activi-
ties in America, he will recall him for meddling in the
internal affairs of a neutral. Even when advocating
belief in a Supreme Being, he will give as one of his
main reasons that it is socially useful. In fact, there are
few examples of an idealist so entirely free from senti-
mentalism as Robespierre, That such a man should
suddenly have turned into a fanatical terrorist either for
the purpose of establishing an Utopia, or—as a recent
biographer claims—of making men conform to his
idea of virtue, is almost too absurd to merit discussion.
VIII
Le Chapelier introduced a law forbidding strikes and
workmen's and employers' organizations. The measure
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